March 9, 1970 


Dear Harold, (cc:GRS) 

lour mailing of 3/6 received. I am surprised as well as imoressed by 
the results of your meeting with the SS. Not just that they were more than 
minimally civil, after all the letters you had written them. (When I met 
Warner back in I966 he was very polite, gave the impression of wanting to be 

a t guess that is his job. He is the one who gave me the SS statement 
on the autopsy pix. ) I was also struck by how many of your detailed questions 
they were able to respond to. For example, if they remembered anything at all 
about the Tarsikes matter, they must have gone over their correspondence with 
you, and/or their own files, quite carefully in preparation for the meeting. 

With what they said of their criteria for giving stuff the the WC, I think 
you should push for the letter mentioned in the CD 87 cover letter, which 
apparently sets forth seme of these criteria. 

Two other matters come to mind, which you probably tm should not bring up 
with them but might keep in mind. One is that the SS report on Davison, unlike 
the FBI ones, notes that he had been ejected from Russia for spying. So, they 
may have appreciated the significance of the notebook entry. Secondly, refer to 
p. 12 of the GA-l-CIA file (Stern to Rankin, 3/27/64), and the title of CD 674 . 

On 11/23 the CIA told the SS something about the mystery man in Mexico City. 

Thought to be a potential accomplice and/or threat to LBJ? 

They considered that Shaw was Bertrand 1 I believe that, but why did they 
admit it to you? This sort .of thing might be very important if Shaw presses 
his suit against JG. Wonder if Shaw got wind of the investigation at the time. 

I’m not convinced that the SS got "Farry's" name too early. See CD 87, 

SS 6l ; apparently Stein went to the SS or some other authorities right away, 
presumably well before the arrest of Ferrie. Mitchell contacted the SS at 5 p.m. 
on 11/24 (SS 620); the interview with Marina (CD 344) was after LHO was shot; 
presumably 11/24 but date and time not cited. Seems consistent to me. 

You say you told them of significance of 544 Camp. Did you get into our 
knowledge of how the FBI turned them of (SS 517) » and the possible connection 
with the 544 angle, not just Oswald's literature in general? They should be 
interested. 

When I get the revised Alba memo done, you might want to bring it up with them. 

I don't listen to Dolan except when he is on the case, but SS I think he 
really was impressed with what you had. He is such a master put-on artist that 
it is hard to tell; the main clue may be that he really was letting his commercials 
slip. 

Your 3/5 to Mary: did you forget LHO's visit to Bringuier's store, as the 
fourth of the contacts he mentions? 

I read through the transcripts. If I had to pay for a copy I would get the 
Clinton witnesses (I85 pp. ) and Shaw (83 pp. ) only, and Finck. (Gary: if you 
anticipate wanting a copy of those, let me know right away; this would allow 
me to copy and distribute in a more efficient way. Two-on-one should be okay. ) 

Do you think the Finck and Frazier should be restricted now ? Lifton has, and 
Nichols placed no restrictions when he provided them to me. I suggest you send 
me Phelan, in case someone else wants it. (Send it by slow mail, but please 
provide the date and the number of pages (exact) by letter.) Might JG pay for 
getting Shaneyfelt? If not, maybe those who buy copies of others from me could 
chip in and (brace yourself) maybe we could cooperate with Lifton on this. He 
has no interest in other than what he has and Shaneyfelt. 

The Clinton witnesses convince me that the incident happened, but not of the 
identifications. Crucial is who they told at the time, how JG heard of it, etc. 

It is hard to believe that Reeves Morgan called up the FBI but didn't get in any 
of the reports we have. (I'll check the name file, if you haven't done so.) From 
what Banister and Ferrie were up to, could they have been the men in the Caddilac? 
Might k aas S T the FBI have had their own men there, or sxfesx even worked with B & F? 

Your 3/5 ! I'll ask Archives about any files they have of stuff received 
after the Commission finished. I won’t ask for your SS autopsy material, but I 
am curious to see if they would send it... I don't have Z slides, might want to 
get some. My point is not that JFK’s particular reaction requires a shot from the 
back, but that when a seek non-rigid body like a head is hit, it need not move away 
from the gun. 



3/9/70 HW -2- 


Enclosed, as requested: 244.42-3 (« 2 cc.); 170.80-1; 183.49-50; 7,318; 
244.22-4, 40; 6.424, 889.44, 646.9, JHiHE Anderson column on JG; pp. 122, 124, 

128 of Turner deposition. This as- includes the only substantive change, and 
two minor changes to show the handwriting used. (Perhaps two people.) 

Your comments on Savery (126.64): it is quite possible that he was a good 
guy who was involved in the White Citizens ' Council in an attempt to straighten 
them out. Not unheard of. I do recall, however, a brief story on him in the 
S-I a couple of years ago indicating how proud he was that his sons were fighting 
in Vietnam, or something comparable. Strange. You have a n— i » several reports 
where Bringuier sets forth his suspicions, (I don't recall the references offhand.) 

The Archives has declined to replace the missing FBI reports for Jim S. 

He has written them a nasty letter, and will make the request of the FBI after 
he gets a rrpkt reply. 

I'll send the Connie Kaye stuff when we get the missing pages. 

Part of the problem with the reduced-size copies of COUP is that the copies 
you sent me were not that good. 2h the future I can make some two-on-one, some 
unreduced. Partial reduction (to 8y by 11) is more expensive than copying onto 
legal size, since the 7000 machine must be used. One-to-one is the same rate 
for legal ns or letter size without reduction. 


Sincerely, 




